Introduction
It has been stated by Govaerts (http://apps.kew.org/wcsp/) that the name Aloe hexapetala Salm-Dyck (Salm-Reifferscheid-Dyck, 1817) should be adopted as the earliest one known to have been validly published for Aloe speciosa Baker (Baker, 1880) , with Aloe drepanophylla Baker (Baker, 1875) , Aloe chloroleuca Baker (Baker, 1877b) and Aloe platylepis Baker (Baker, 1877a) as synonyms. This statement was followed by The Plant List (http://www.theplantlist.org) and the Encyclopedia of Life (http://eol.org) where A. hexapetala is listed as the accepted name for this taxon. We disagree with this point of view.
Names associated with Aloe speciosa
Salm-Dyck (Salm-Reifferscheid-Dyck, 1817) described a plant growing in his private garden as A. hexapetala, noting that he had seen it in flower in "horto Schoenb." (Schoenbrunn Garden, Vienna, Austria). There is no type designated for this name and the description is inadequate for linking it to known populations of a species of Aloe L. Glen & Hardy (2000) considered this plant to be a hybrid (see Table 1 ). Jacobsen (1960: 168) Baker (1896: 324) states that the flowers are "…red-tinted only at first, whitish when mature;…"; open flowers of A. speciosa are indeed white and the buds are a deep pinkish red. However, from the type specimen, it is evident that this name is applied to an aloe that has leaves that are much narrower than those of A. speciosa. Two years later, Baker described two further species (Baker, 1877a, b) nated from South Africa, but without any information on the places where they occur: Aloe platylepis (Type: South Africa, s.c. s.n. K000256692, K000256693) and Aloe chloroleuca (Type: South Africa, s.c. s.n. K000256688). On the specimen label of Aloe platylepis the species is stated to have orange flowers with the tips of segments "marked with a dorsal green stripe which on the three outer segments is more distinctly seen to be composed of three lines", while the description included in Flora capensis for it (Baker 1896: 324) states that the flowers are pale-red or yellow; open flowers of A. speciosa are white and the buds are a deep pinkish red, never orange. In the case of Aloe chloroleuca, the teeth on the margins of the leaves are much larger than are found in Aloe speciosa; in Aloe speciosa the leaf marginal teeth are characteristically very small. Reynolds (1950) and Glen & Hardy (2000) considered these three plants to be hybrids, with A. speciosa probably being one of the parents. We agree with these authors.
In 1880, Baker established the name Aloe speciosa (Type: South Africa, MacOwan 1922 K000256687) for an aloe that is widely distributed in the Western and Eastern Cape Provinces of South Africa (Figure 1 ).
The three older names established by Baker (Aloe drepanophylla, Aloe chloroleuca and Aloe platylepis) that have been associated with Aloe speciosa, should not be included in its synonymy as, based on the type specimens and descriptions that are associated with, and accompanied, all of them, it is impossible to positively link them to material known in the wild.
Since the names cannot be linked to known aloe populations, we propose that they be regarded as insufficiently known. This approach will be in the best interests of nomenclatural stability as it will retain the use of a name that has been widely and consistently used in South Africa for over 100 years for a conspicuous and wellknown species (Figure 2) , and prevent the preparation of a conservation proposal for consideration by the General Committee of the International Association of Plant Taxonomists.
Conclusion
The nomenclature of the species resolves as follows:
Aloe speciosa Baker (1880) The name Aloe speciosa has been consistently applied to a distinctive, tall-growing South African species of aloe that carries bicoloured inflorescences in mid-winter. Photograph: Gideon F. Smith.
